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Scientists from the European Union. Russia, Kazakstan and the United States who
were directly involved with the health studies being conducted at the Mayak Production
Association (MPA t.~heTecha River areas and the Semipalatinsk testing areas convened for
a 2 day scientific and coordination meeting. This meeting followed the annual European
Commission meeting for these studies. All scientists presented brief overviews of their
respective studies. Scientific overlap, coordination and integration issues were discussed.

The meeting \vas divided into 3 sessions, or working groups:

● Mayak worker studies
● Semipalatinsk nuclear site studies
● Techa river studies.

L
The .Mayak group and the Semipalatinsk group met concurrently on November 12,

while the Techa Ri\er group met on November 13. Specific recommendations were made
from the tvorking groups, but only those from the Mayak and Techa River studies are
summarized here.

Al. Mayak worker studies: Presentations

The following scientists presented overviews of their projects. The session was
chaired by Dr. Elaine Ron (XCI) and Dr. Michael Kreishiemer (GSF).
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● Sergei Romano\’ 1FIB- 1): Overview of the FIB- 1 organization.
● Nina Koshumiko\-a (FIB- 1): Overview of Project 2.2 and some specific data on liver

and bone cancers.
● Ethel Gilbert (XC I j: Project 2.2. Expect to prepare a manuscript on bone cancers first,

followed by liver cancers. These will be largely descriptive papers.
● Dale Preston (RERF): Preliminary dose-response studies using the Project 2.2 cohort.
● Albrecht Kellerer ~GSF’): Lung cancer studies from reactor, radlochemical and Pu

production cohons.
● Regina Jvinkelmann (IARC, France): Establishing uniform death registries for Techa

river, Ozvorsk, tind Altai regions.
● Peter Jac-ob (GSF I: Comparisons of film. EPR and FISH dosimetry in certain MPA,

Ozyorsk. and Techa river cohorts. Expect to have a ISTC proposal funded 1/99 to
continue some of the dosimetric comparisons.

● Scott Miller (Uni\-. of Utah). Overview of dosimetry project 2.4 for Mayak workers.
● Valentin Khorkhriakov (FIB- 1). Overvie\v of internal dosimetry of plutonium.



Q Werner (GSF): Human biokinetics of Strontium-90.
● Ron Filipy (Washington State University): Overview of Project 2.1.

.4.2. Mayak worker studies: Issues
—

● Improvement of databases: The Issues discussed were common identifiers and
transportability of files and data between the different databases. The suggestion was
made to make a “master” file, \vith a unique identifier, with cross-coding to all other
databases. The Russians were a~vare of these problems and agreed to have a meeting
among the investigators in December to address these issues.——

● When to “freeze” databases: The issue was the preservation of the database at the time
that a manuscript was produced. The discussion of archiving the database for the specific
publication was discussed.

● Integration of information of death registries: The epidemiologists were concerned about
the integration of the evolving death registry database with the other databases.

● EPR and FISH comparisons, external dosimetry: The early film badge dosimetry may
have overestimated the absorbed dose (perhaps by about 30%). while the shielded film
badge dosimetry may have overestimated the absorbed dose by as little as about 15%.
The FISH comparisons have been less reliable. in general, than EPR. The Europeans
were concerned about the lack of an EPR program from the LT.S.side.

● External dosimetry overlap: The possible overlap between the DOE tind GSF supported
projects was reviewed. It was felt that the respective studies were very complementary.

● Worker history overlap: The possible overlap between the DOE and ISTC worker
history projects was reviewed. It was felt that there is no current overlap in these
projects.

● Uncertainties: Issues, types and formats of uncertainty calculations \vere discussed. The
formats and types desired among the epidemiologists differed. Group uncertainties were
adequate for most. individual uncertainties were desired by some, but considered
excessive by others.

● Integration of Epidemiology and Dosimet~: The issue of better communication between
the epidemiologists and dosimetrists was discussed. Elaine Ron suggested that her
organization (NCI) act as a “clearing house” for references. publications and progress
reports. Most of the participants \vere not aware that the DOE International Office Web
Site has a bibliography (with abstracts) of many relevant publications. The information
on this Web Site will be provided to all participants along with the recentiy updated
JCCRER brochure.

● Preps.mtion of a manuscript summarizing the work to date: A committee to be headed by
M. Kreisheimer would initiate a draft manuscript describing the Mayak \\orker studies
conducted to date.

● Annual meeting: It was agreed that this same group of scientists should meet again in
October of 1999. A 3 day meeting was suggested to permit more time for individual
interactions.



B.1. Techa River Population studies: Presentations

—.

The following scientists presented overviews of their projects. The overview
session was chaired by Dr. Elaine Ron (NCI) and Dr. Michael Kreishiemer (GSF). The
session on integration of epidemiology and dosimetry was chaired by Dr. Terry Thomas
and Dr. Lynn Anspaugh.

● Dale Preston (RERF). Presented some preliminary data on the incidence of leukemia and
solid tumors in the Techa River cohort.

. Margot Tirmarche (IpSN, France). Nested case control studies on leukemias. IS
presently working on a manuscript to describe about 14 cases of skeletal cancers.

● Nick Startsev (URCRM): Overview of vital statistics, with some emphasis on the
original cohort of the population from 1950-1952 in 39 villages.

● Dan Hoffman (George Washington University). Overview of Project 1.2.
● Dieter Regulla (GSF). Presented some of the historical aspects of the Techa River

studies.

B.1. Techa River Population studies: Issues

● Integration of epidemiology and dosimetry: Terry Thomas and Lynn Anspaugh agreed
that a short working document will be prepared that will list ail dosimetry endpoints.
This \vill be distributed to all working on the epidemiology.

● Uncertainties: Some individual uncertainties will be provided, but for some
epidemiologists, aggregate or group uncertainties will be suitable. Some suggested that
EPR might be more useful to reduce the dose uncertainties in these populations.

● Iodine-13 1 and thyroid cancers for upper Techa river populations. This issue was raised
and possible new funding sources were suggested. There was apparently some Russian
work being done in this area with some dosimetry. There was some debate on how to
approach this issue. It was mentioned that some new data from the Hanford exposures
(considered lower than populations near Mayak) will be coming out in the Spring or
Summer of 1999.

● S. U.R.F.: Some felt that a “Research Foundation” should be established for the Nlayak
and Techa river studies. The “Southern Urals Research Foundation” (SURF). No
specific plans were discussed or presented for such a foundation.

● Preparation of a manuscript summarizing the work to date: A committee to be headed by
Tern Thomas would initiate a draft manuscript describing the Techa river population
stud;es conducted to date.

● Annual meeting: This group also agreed that an annual meeting. likely combined with the
EC meeting would be appropriate (October. 1999).

Cl. .+ppendix: List of’ meeting participants:

C.2. .+ppendix: D/GUS Scientific-Technical Co-operation (STC) Projects
1996-2000 within the Treaty Paragraph 7: Radiation Protection Research.
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Albrecht \l. Kellerer
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Michael Kreisheimer
Munich, Germant-

B. Grosche
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D. Regulla
Neuherberg, Germany

Fredrick Granath
Stockholm, Sweden

Hans Storm
Copenhagen, Denmark

Sergey .\. Romanov
Ozersk, Russia

Nina A. Koshurnikova
Ozersk, Russia

Y. Glakolenko
Osjorsk, Russia
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Munich, Germany

Peter Jacob
Neuherberg, Germany

S. Bauer
Oberschleissheim, Germany

Per Hall
Stockholm, Sweden

Regina Winkelrnann
Lyon, France

Margot Tirmarche
Fonterney, France

Tritjakov
Ozersk, Russia

Valentin F. Khokhriakov
Ozersk, Russia

N. Podolskava
Osjorsk, Ru&ia



E. Vassilenko
Osjorsk, Russia

‘---- Alexander Akleyev
Medgorodok, Russia

Nick Startsev
Medgorodok, Russia

Michail Kisselev
Moscow, Russia

E. V. Zaitsev
Barnaul, Russia

I. Kolyado
Barnaul, Russia

B. I. Gusev
Semipalatinsk, Kazakstan

Dale Preston
Hiroshima, Japan

\ Ethel Gilbert
Bethesda, MD

Charles Land
Bethesda, MD

Lynn Anspaugh
Salt Lake City, UT

Terry Thomas
Bethesda, MD

Mira M. Kossenko
Medgorodok, Russia

Marina O. Degteva
Medgorodok, Russia

Evelina Kuropatenko
Snezhinsk, Russia

V. I. Kiselev
Barnaul, Russia

J. N. Shoiket
Barnaul, Russia

T. K. Raisov
Semipalatinsk, Kazakstan

A. Sekerbae\’
Semipalatinsk, Kazakstan
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Bethesda, MD
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Nick Luckyanov
Bethesda, MD

Scott Miller
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Appendix C.2.

D/GUS Scientific-Technical Co-operation (STC) Projects 1996-2000 within
the Treaty Paragraph 7: Radiation Protection Research.
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Rc Bilaterai Treaty on the Scientific-TechnicalCooperation for the Peacefui Use of the Nuciear Ener-
gy berweem the Federai ,Minissv for Researcit and Tmtmoioq of the Federal Repubiic of Germany and
the Ministry of .Womic Ene~ of the Russian Federation. .Yfoscow. 22 .April1987.

D/GL-S Scientific-Technical Co-operation (STC) Projects 1996-2000 within
the Treaty Paragraph 7: Radiation Protection Research.

Mmhematicai modelIing of radiation risks (Prof. K~fl==. GSF/ ~L L~ “., FTB1)

Mar&ezxmxl mmieil.ixg of radiation ti ofoccuptionaiiv e<xposedp=mns (lung cancer, leuk~ caraimv,l.

Reconstruction of individual doses PC JaCOiJ,GSF / DC vasdenko, .wvak)
Com~~ amdvsts of the radiation exposure of Mayak mciem WOrkers as achieved hum ETR >xudiesof teerh and reuo-
?xzx’ie “tibm~on of indiwdual dosune~.

Biokinetics of %r @. Werner, GSF / Dr. S. Rornanov, FIBl, Dr. Vasilenko, W&k)
Compaxxg anaiysIs of the biokinetic behaviour of ‘Sr concermq indiwduais in the South Ural region wirb difkentmod-
eis, .~rveiy uxorporntion measurements.

iMigratiott of ‘%r in soti ~. BunzL GSF I Rot G. Rornanov, Dr. SDsnn, LMaYak)
Evahxmon of depth prodles of ‘Sr m sod to auanritaaveiy determme rhe long-term residenee prmds of this radionuciide
in &-ertrlt soil nonzorls.

Radiation exposure and stability of soil bound xnicroflora (Prof. MUnCL GSF 1 m. m-dtko, ROC

Romanov. .Mayak)
Compamg invesrsgarions on the long-term impact of mdiarion expasure on the stability and functional diversity of the
microlbrain sod.

Impaa of radionuclides in the ground water of riven &ot S.eikr, IX. L+/ DK IXOZ&O, ROL G.
Romaoov, Dr. Vaslkxlko, .Mayak)
Mobdiw of radionuclides in c@alline rocks of Mayak and the environmental emsequences for rivers.

Risk communication (Fr. Wiedexnaq Hr. Haury, GSF / Dr. Kaurov, MinAtom)
Discus.xon on nsk terms and parhwsys of public eammunication.Acceptance of difkrent risks and technologies by the
popuixcn.

C~rdinators: Dr. Panfilov, MinAtom, Russia / Dr. Regull% GSF, GetmatIY
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